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PURPOSE OF REPORT

On 14" February 2011 the Community Safety Partnership (CSP) presented
the draft Partnership Plan 2011/12 to the Overview and Scrutiny
Commission for comments

This report provides a response from the Executive to each of the
comments raised.

RESPONSES

In relation to the acknowledgements on Page 2, the Chair stated that it
would be useful to provide a brief indication as to the level of
involvement each of the Partners listed had to the work of the
partnership.

The Cabinet Member stated that a very brief statement for each should
be possible somewhere within the Plan.

Additional information has been included within the acknowledgment page
(Page 2) plus where appropriate within the various What have we done?
sections throughout the document.

Councillor Greta Knight asked how confidence and reassurance was
measured and the Community Safety and CCTV Manager advised that
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it was difficult to measure. It had previously been done through the
Place Survey but now that this was not being undertaken it was
anticipated that some work with the Council’s Citizen’s Panel would be
progressed but this would be confirmed as soon as possible.

The CSP will continue to utilise the Citizen panel to undertake an annual
survey, this would include asking questions that have been asked
previously in order for a comparison to be made. Discussions are ongoing
with partners to establish how further work will be undertaken due to
reduced resources.

It was noted that on Page 6 Overview and Scrutiny representation
should be referred to as an observer and not as a co-opted
membership and also that on Page 7 that the Overview and Scrutiny
Chair was invited to Executive meetings as an observer.

The document has been updated as per request above.

Councillor Nigel Simms referred to the unemployment level (4.8%) as
stated on Page 5 of the Plan and queried the figure and the Community
Safety and CCTV Manager agreed to qualify this figure and update the
Plan accordingly.

NOMIS is the employment data part of the Office of National Statistics. Full
name is National Online Manpower Information Service. The unemployment
figure is the one quoted within the Partnership Plan. Their figure is official.

Referring to Page 9, Councillor Greta Knight queried why the level of
anti-social behaviour in the Harrogate District had remained static
while levels in North Yorkshire had declined. The Community Safety
and CCTV Manager reported that Harrogate and North Yorkshire
reported a different range of anti-social behaviours and Harrogate had
also increased the number of departments that they were getting
reporting information from and she agreed to include an explanation
of the figures in the Plan.

An explanation has been included on page 8 of the Plan.

It was suggested that a description of SIREN should be included on
page 10.

This is included under the What have we done? on page 10.

The Chair referred to the speed monitoring protocol which allowed the
public to make representations via Parish, Town Councils and Safer
Neighbourhood Groups to request the deployment of speed radar
equipment. He added that the initiative needed greater resources as
there was an extremely long waiting time for requests for the
equipment and the Cabinet Member acknowledged this concern. It
was noted that road safety was often a key priority at Safer
Neighbourhood Group meetings and that more feedback about road
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safety issues could be made available locally including the
deployment of speed radar equipment.

The Road Safety Group has written to Safer Neighbourhood Chair’s and
Parish, town Council’'s and elected members informing them of the process
for deploying the speed radar equipment.

Councillor Reg Marsh referred to schemes in place in southern parts
of the Country where members of the community were trained in
carrying out police speed checks. The Cabinet Member advised that
North Yorkshire Police (NYP) had expressed an interest in this
although resources were not available for the purchase of additional
cameras and equipment. However, the Chief Superintendent Ken
Mcintosh would be revisiting the issue.

North Yorkshire Police are exploring this area of work in conjunction with
Neighbourhood Watch.

Councillor Nick Brown commented that the use of plain English in the
Plan could be improved.

The Community Safety & CCTV Manager has liased with the
Communications and Media Manager concerning the ‘Guide to Plain
English’. Every effort has been made to adopt a plain English approach.

Councillor Pat Marsh asked what a GOBO projector was as referred to
on Page 11. The Community Safety and CCTV Manager advised that it
was a type of projection equipment which was used to promote
community safety messages onto pavements and buildings and was
currently deployed near to the Cenotaph/Parliament Street, Harrogate.
It was noted that further information could be included in the Plan.

The document has been amended, removing the work GOBO and replacing
it with outdoor projector.

Councillor Pat Marsh also advised that there was an error regarding
the domestic burglary figure for 2011, as detailed on Page 12, which
should state 366 and not 666.

All figures included within the plan will be updated to reflect the year-end
actuals.

Councillor Pat Marsh suggested that there should be a clearer
explanation of ‘probation’ as detailed on Page 15.

Additional text has been included within the document, briefly explaining the
role of the probation service.

Councillor Pat Marsh also informed that there was an asterix next to
the first priority on Page 16 but there was no description as to what it
meant.
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The asterix has been removed from the document.

In relation to the second action area relating to domestic abuse on
Page 19, it was noted that the outcomes needed to be presented more
clearly defined.

The table has been amended to ensure information is more clearly
presented.

The Chair suggested that that there should be an expanded
description of the Community Safety Accreditation Scheme as referred
to on Page 21.

This has now been removed from the Plan until further information is
provided.

It was also commented that the description of providing confidence
and reassurance to communities (Page 22) needed to be strengthened
and that a clearer explanation of what was going to be undertaken
should be provided.

The wording of the themes has been amended and summary information
provided. Specific activity will be captured within performance reports to the
Community Safety Executive.

It was noted that the funding (Page 23) included both the use of funds
in 2010/11 and future funding. It was suggested that this should be
split with 2010/11 use of funds identified in that Section of the Plan
and future funding in the “Our Year Ahead (2011/12)” section.

The CSP has now received confirmation of the funding levels for 2011/12
these are now illustrated within the document. The CSP has chosen to keep
all the funding information in one area within the document.

CONCLUSIONS

The CSP will publish the finalised Partnership Plan 2011/12 on the
www.saferharrogate.org.uk website once final outturn information is
available.

Action plans and financial monitoring reports will continue to be reported to
the CSP Executive.

Background Papers —
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http://www.saferharrogate.org.uk

OFFICER CONTACT: Please contact (Julia Stack), if you require any further
information on the contents of this report. The officer can be contacted at the
Department of Community Services, Springfield House, Kings Road, Harrogate,
HG1 5NX, by telephone on 01423-(556632) or by e-mail —

(Julia.stack@harrogate.gov.uk)

SUSTAINABILITY ASSESSMENT/CRIME AND DISORDER

Implications are

Positive Neutral Negative

A | Economy X
B | Environment X
C | Social Equity X
i) | General
ii) | Customer Care/People

with Disabilities
i) | Health Implications
D | Crime and Disorder X

Implications
E | Business Transformation X
F | Communications X

If all comments lie within the shaded areas, the proposal is sustainable
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